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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: The 
Examiner contacted Attorney Cate because it appeared as though claim 20 was claiming a redundant limitation since 
the prevention of fonning conductive paths encompasses preventing electrical shorts. Mr. Cate agreed with my 
assessment, wherein it was agreed to cancel said claim and to change the dependency of claim 22 via an Examiner's 
Amendment. 



